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EXHIBIT A 
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Jo/ ^.^^u^^' ^°°^ "^''^ release, the "National Law Journal" reported on a 
the Sni?edltat^.'5" Rules of Appellate Pro,cedBre, Rule 32 . 1'^^^radop^ed by 
™.i? 5 ^^^^^^ Supreme Court. (Copy attached) This monumental change in 
appellate procedure will, as of January 1,2007 authorize the previously 
circii?r xSes^^e^ ;i??"S'^?.^^^ ^^^" ^"^^1 ^°"-t pleadings in^'lir"''' 
olir^lll/i^tliLt^^^^^^ -^ accessible only through 

wni^i^cnK^^ i'/"^ ^""'^^^ involved in any criminal, or civil, litigation 
leaLvflfp^^''*' to answering pleadings which will cite to case^ te,TtFCl- 
rtn^lJ^^l ' currently cannot access due to the lack of computer research 

wh?ch reqJiires a%en?rf"''''f^ '°" "^^"'P^^' ''''' ^ governmLt response 
cases ThP Jh^f^^ ?^ """T ^^^ appellant, would only contain unpublished 
Spon beSe able tn rLS°"'3^"^% ^" adequate rebuttal argument is dependent 
of accesSin2 unnnbM^W '^ analyze the entire case. Again, the only means 
canfwffftpf ""P"bl^shed cases is via computer/internet based research, 
ha?in^ LrP^. ?n jr "°'' currently available to FCI-Seagoville inmates. Not 
accesf ?o thP rnu^ll ''^r' ^' presumptively an unconstitutional denial of 
access to the courts and a violation of due process. 

Another related issue is that state and federal courts, in adopting modern 
office procedures and as a cost cutting measure, are aggressively movlnr 
toward procedures whereby all court notices and orders Ire available only 

IlJeadrrP^ptSJ""^"??^"^'?"' "i^" ^^ ^^'^ ' °^ internet. One inmate hJT^ 
already received notice, from the United States District Court in New 
Mexico, which verifies this. That court has already set a date then it will 
no longer, send out written court orders (rulings. ) For pro se llugants at 
FCI-Seagoville, without computer access, this means they could be Subiect to 
.'n^n^Hp^^J^H K^^^"^' ^°5 ^^^^"^^ ^° ^^^^ ^ response without even bJing aware 
?S d^vtnf^?!,^^"/"""^''' E°^ example, a Rule 59 Motion must be filed^ithin 
10 days of the order, or the opportunity to file is waiv"i3r"The same is true 
on many appeals procedures. Pro se inmates will find themselves in a 
?u . ?:u" °^ , ^"S denied meaningful access to the courts with the result 
that they would procedurally default and be further barred from the court. 

nnli^n?n^^ ''^"^f ^f '^"'^ Jf^°" ^^^ ^^^^^^^ ^°"rts make that mo^e! The 
only solution available at this time is computer based tracking of cases 
through a service such as PACER. ^"^xng uj. cases 

With inmates involved in appeals subjebt to the effects of the rule change 
as of January 1, 2007, it will be necessary to have a computer based system 
to conduct adequate accessing of unpublished cases and research in place 
^^l°Jr.' / tu '^^^?* ^f""^ ^^'^"^^ ^^ allowed for acquisition, installation, 
ti ^ake^pUce?''"'"'^ "'"^'^' '° ^^"^^ ^^^^'^ ^"^ '^^ learning of the system, 

IS^nMn^^f?^^ ^^"^ ^^""^1 ^^^ ^^^^""^ ^ rapidly growing trend of many courts 
|p?loi fnm^^pc''"!;'' ^?jh"°l°8y ^"d these procedures. Our efforts to assist 
fellow inmates, who often lack the financial resources to retain outside 

ani/or non-existent?'"' '^'"''''' ""' "^"^ ^°°" ^^'^ ^^ ^^^^^>' restricted 

hS^T^hL^^^^^^^^u ^f^"^ ^" ^"^y bureaucratic environment, it should be noted 
wilf no lonL' °^ ^°°^' currently required to keep the library up to standard 
will no longer be necessary once computer research is provided. That 
reduction m expenditure should more than offset the cost of entry into and 
maintenance of the legal research system. It is realized that policies and 
procedures will have to be established prior to implementation. 

Specifically, what is the anticipated schedule for F.C.I. - Seagoville to 
make the necessary adjustment and meet this coming requirement? 
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KAEMMERLING, Russell ¥Cl SeagovUle, Texas 

Register No.: 04899*017 
Remedy No.: 421083-Fl 



This is in response to your request for Administrative Remedy receipted on July 25, 2006, in 
which you state that FCI Seagoville inmates are being denied access to an electronic filing 
system i^ Iq^al mirt^als available only through the isijcmei. You recpeat i^aff implement 
policies allowing inmate access to these computer-based systems. 

A review of the institution Law Library reveals that legal materials provided to inmates are in 
compliance with the requirements of Program Statement 1315.07, Legal Activities, Inmates. In 
the event that national poUcy regarding inmates* access to computer-based systems changes, FCI 
Seagoville will institute the necessary procedures to ensure compliance. 

Based on the above information, the relief you seek is denied. 

If you are not ai^fiod with Urn re^)c«ise, you may i^peal to the ScHith Central Regional 
Director, 421 1 Cedar Springs Road, Suite 300. Dallas, Texas, 75219, via BP-DIR-10, within 20 
calendar days of the date of this response. 





Date 



